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ABSTRACT 



The 



, , . President's Task Force on Rural Development 

(established in September of 1969) reviewed the effectiveness of 

as f ls ^ nce Programs and made recommendations as to what might 
be done in the private and public sectors to stimulate rural ^ 

InC iu de ^ are recominen da tions for streamlining Federal 
programs, strengthening state and local participation, and utilizing 

Si vZn t ?r.J n r^ CprX ^ e 111 rura i development. Recommendations are also 
given fox financing rural development and for 



welfare assistance. 



improving nutrition, 



t-,, . health, housing, education, and transportation in 
rural areas. A discussion of research for 
concl udes t hi s re p ort to president Nixon . 



a better 
(LS) 



environ mea t 
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The President’s Task Force on Rural Development 



WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250 



January 12, 1970. 

President Rioh^ru M. Nixon 
The White House 

Washington, MjC. . . • = ,y- ; 

Dear Me. ^resident; On behalf of the President’s Task Force on 
Rural Development, it is my pleasure to transmit the attached copy of 
our final repoirt, A New Life for the Country. 

This report represents our collective best judgment on the rural devel- 
opment n # jeds and opportunities facing our Nation in the years ahead. 
The diversity of topics treated in the report is indicative of the breadth 
of effort that yyili be required. W . 7 . ' > . ’ ’ . : ‘ >y . «* ' /* 

The Task ^brce wishes to express its appreciation to the many • orga- 




underteking. The report^ benefited measurably from this assistance. We 
are especially indebted to a niember of the T ask 'Force, Mr. Claude W’ . 
Gifford, for his able drafting of the report. 

On behalf of - all membCTs of the Task Force, I v/ant to express our 
gratitude to you, Mr. President, for giving us the opportunity to help 
you deal ;’with> issue that is of such critical importance to the future 
welfare of our country. It is our desire to respond fully if we can be of 
help in elaborating upon these recommendations or assisting in their 



Mrs. Haven Smith, Chairman. 

. jzz^f iii, 



Respectfully yours. 
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September 29, 1969 



The White House 



The President today announced the establishment of. the Task 
Force on Rural Development. Mrs. Haven Smith, National Chairman of 
the American Farm Bureau Women, will chair the Task Force. 

Ttlie Task Force on Rural Development will review the effectiveness 
of present rural assistance programs, and make recommendations as to 
what might be done in * 
development. 
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Chapter I 



Why Rural Development is Vital 
to theiMation 



President Richard M. Nixon, on September 29, 1969, appointed 
a Task Force on Rural Development. The charge he made to the Task 
Force was to recomnieind ‘ might be done in the private and pi lblic 
sectors to stimulate rural development. 55 ^ 

The purpose of rural development is id 
mu quality of living, and an improved social and 

physical erivironirimt in the towns, viUages, and farm com- 
munities in raral America > v "' "" v " _y, ' V;.i 

0 an T -iirg^icy -• pprihptesd $ he Prudent to seek the, advice 

and counsel of a group of private: citizens on mral development. And 



great cultural advantages,’ wealth^ edoJKsatfenafcopportunitSeSj and huge 
cbmmerci ial industicies aricT busing ^^^monmnerits to man's; progress . 

! But these same large cities are 1 staftfty * strangling tKemsdvc&/ 
•■•^•••traris^rtation-- arteries: are becoming ^cl^ggedvthat commerce is slowed 
arid : walldri^ is frequently the f a^^t^eid^bd of moving about in down- 
town areas. People in central city residential areas are packed so uncom- 
fortably and unnaturally together, <3bow to elbow, without room ■ to 
roam, unmasked of privacy, that their individual irritations and frus- 
trations erupt, tearing apart thie fabiric^S^he family and society. Housing 
suffers decay— and individual hopes aniS^pride crumble with; the build- 
ings, helping spawn the crime that iroalfts the ^streets. Factories, auto- 
mobiles,’ busine^es^homes, and indivicdosils spew out their wastes, pollut- 
ing the air, the water, and the streets. 



:; ^in? noisy iandfurisight 
selves. 

The great threat that now faces iisfeh that the; 
of ;• the'oNatip^ 



S;S 



y wosssen and spread over entire urban 





areas, infecting even the entire national structure unless we act together 
with intelligence to prevent it. Even now, 70 percent of our people are 
jammed onto 2 percent of the Nation’s land. But if present trends con- 
tinue, by the year 2000 more than 174 million people will be huddled 
in cities concentrated in five small geographic areas. 

The paradox is that this need not happen — metropolitan cities need 
not be this way. It occurs because people do not satisfactorily plan to- 
gether for their long-term future. The congestion that characterizes many 
cities is partly the result of man’s inability to foresee what might hap- 
pen — but more importantly it is the result of man’s failure to work 
together to prevent what he knows will likely happen. 

'"‘.V-.’. Do we need to remind ourselves more forcefully that when people and 
industry are jammed together, it brings on the four plagues of compac- 
tion: pollution, transportation paralysis, housing blight, and a crime- 
yfj . infested fractured society? -.V r ' • 

Already, estimates are made that it would cost $100 billion annually 
for 10 years of corrective surgery to rebuild M i ^ big cities — 
much of it to repair past mistakes brought on by poor planning, or lack 
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•; 7 / If Ac- metropoUtah cities were without such present and impending 
problems, there would be less concern over rural countryside America. 
iv ^ ^be cities were totally . wh olesome physic al and social environments 
, with attractive ppportum^ f or lmng that , pulled disad vantaged rural 
^ to them to the immediate the: rural and urban area, 

7 ' ve could forget rural development and count pur blessings. Unfortu- 
nately.such is not the case. v ”• ... .• \ ./V ‘ 

^ ^9 the city compounds the problems of metropolitan 

conipaction. Yet, the answer to the problem of rural migration and the 
solution to the central city plagues are as close by as America’s 
: countryside, : V- . 

This is what rural development is all about. It is taking action now 
create more economic opportunities and a better environment in 
counteyside.i^nerica— which will simultaneously help create more beau- 
tiful, livable American urban areas with expanded opportunities and 
a better quality of environment for urban dwellers. 

In some respects, it is! similar to • downstream flood control. The best 
• flppd prevention . measures are to catch and -hold the water upstream in 
beneficial uses. Thus both those living upstream and downstream are 
benefitted. 

The fact that the immediate concern of rural development focuses on 
the 65 million people who live in nonmetropolitan America— and that; 
,^be- urgent challenge is to improve the opportunities for these people 
through private institutions, private initiative and government—^-docss not 
alter the fact that the real goal is to benefit simultaneously the 140 million 
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people who now live in metropolitan areas, and the millions more who 
will live there by the end of this century. 

If this is to be a happy and healthy Nation in the years ahead, our 
growing industry and our increasing population must spread out instead 
of continuing to pile people and industrial plants into compacted urban 
areas. 

It is in the rural countryside areas that we can find generous resources 
of clean air, dear water, living space, recreation, scenic beauty, trans- 
portation potential, tranquility and inspiration for tomorrow’s people. 
And it is there that we can most readily and economically develop and 
preserve these natural resources in living harmony with man as our 
population expands in the generations ahead. 



Hew Rapid Growth Creates Problems in Cities and the Countryside 

A hundred years ago, the Nation was 85 percent rural and 15 percent 
urban. ' Today it is 65 percent urban and>35 percent rural. What was 
v^f arm 33 yesterday became “rural 3 5 and then “urban/’ This kind of eco- 
: nomic growth £ind transition is still going on — -and the parts are 
.- interrelated. v-' : ' - 

i^The movement of our people from rural areas to the city is the result 
: of the; dynamic, rapid econcmic gr b\yth of the N ation • v As pur farmers 
: t increase their productivity dramaticaUyv; people in other pursuits get 
their : food for a decreasing portion of their total income. v 

As more urban income is “released 3 3 from covering the basic necessities 
: d M other things— --which creates new jobs and y 

; economic opportiinities. People who are no longer heeded in rural areas— 
i a surplus ; created by their own advancing productivity—rthen migrate 
toward the cities and the new jobs that have been created there, 
j^y This kind of economic growth and transition has been going on since 
the beginning of the Nation. It has been a healthy development that has 

the end is not in 

i : ; sight. F arm output is continuing to increase vigorously. Production per 
: 4 man-hour; onf farm is growing two to three times faster than production 
per man-hour in the rest of the economy; So the farm-to-city wave of 
economic growth is continuing at a dynamic pacei And all of society 
is largely responsible, since it has contributed both to ^the :paceSof the • 
agricultural growth which spawned the enormous farm output and to 
the resulting problems. 

The Nation has long maintained a public poUcy of encouraging in- 
creased production on farms— through opening up the homestead lands 
of the West ; granting land? ttt rfulroads;^ J - 
















